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end of nature as purely regulative, and this in spite of the fact which must always be emphasised that he reckons men, acting autonomously, as included in nature.
It seems to us that Kant is here to be corrected, and that with regard to organisation we should not be content with such a descriptive, purely " regulative " teleology. For in our view there seems absolutely no reason why between two clearly recognised alternatives of a purely scientific character a decision should not be fixed upon empirically.
But we shall soon come across further obscurities in Kant's treatment in yet another form, and moreover with a somewhat more definite leaning towards Vitalism; and we may turn briefly in conclusion to the considerations on " Nature in general as a system of purposes."
To judge a thing to be on account of its internal form a purpose of nature is something quite different from regarding the existence of the thing as a purpose of nature. To do this last significantly, one would have to have knowledge of the ultimate purpose. But this is lacking. It is therefore impossible to treat the problem at all, and we need only add that naturally things which are not purposes of nature may also belong to a " System of purposes."
With this explanation, which from our biological point of view is of minor importance, the " Analytic of the teleological judgment " comes to an end.
In the Dialectic of the teleological judgment all that has been discussed in the Analytic appears once more, only in another form, and always with the